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Federal Communications Commission
Washington, DC 20554

In the Matter of

NPRM PR Docket 93-85
To establish a compliance policy for amateur stations
participating in automatic message-forwarding systems,
to hold the licensee of the station originating a message
and the licensee of the first forwarding station primarily
accountable for violative communications.

To the F.C.C.,

I'm writing to ask that you re-think this piece of
law, for the reason(s) enclosed within.

First of all, my experience(s), which I feel allow
me to come forward are that I have been involved in various forms
of radio at some point in time. I've been in the Amateur Radio
field, for about 11 years, and presently hold an Amateur Extra
license. Also, I am designated as an Official Observer, by and
through the A.R.R.L. and the F.C.C. Field Operations Bureau, and
am also the control operator, of a 2 meter Amateur Radio Repeater
station, which bears my call sign (KA3FLU).

I feel that as a person, who does try to abide by
the letter of the law, I, as a "control operator", should not be
held accountable for the actions and/or blatant disregard of the
Rules and Regulations set forth for all to follow.

Although, I agree that the violative traffic must
not be transmitted, I feel very strongly that the initiating
station, should be held solely responsible, as they are supposed
to be fairly wei 1 versed in what the R&R's spell out, as I am.

I've included a copy of an article, which I recently
submitted to a local club newsletter, which relates a little more
on just how I feel, towards this rule.

I feel that "Packet" is essentially the same as
voice, as far as the re-transmitting of messages.

I do not believe that the "Sysop", should be held
accountable, for unwittingly re-transmitting something, which the
originating station, should never have put to the airwaves, in
the first place.

Ignorance is no excuse. I mus t know what the bas i cs
of the R&R's say, so to must everyone else. I'm quite sure they
weren't put into effect for just myself and a few others.

Whether a Sysop or Control Op, I would be the first
station to re-transmit a piece of traffic, illegal or otherwise,
if someone is going through my system.



Why should I be forced to pay for a violation which I
personally commit, or have any intentions of enforcing
thereof.

did not
the act

I think it would be a great disservice, to see a
Sysop,. or Con t ro I Op, to be forced to shut down, whether in anger
due to being fined for an act he/she didn't intend to commit, or
had no knowledge of, or because he/she can't keep the system up,
due to the fines he/she would be made to payout, just for the
sake of someone who could care less, and obviously doesn't take
this great hobby as seriously as most of us.

I would hope that you would re-think this before
taking any final action.

Charles L. Furlong
KA3FLU

enc: original
original

letter and nine copies
article and nine copies





Part 97.
MRW~ thl~ ~R~~ p~rti~l ly ~l~ng wit.h what I've g~iped about in
this article, but I still think that "only" the originating
station should be held accountable.
The F.C.C. is going to accept view points from those interested
~nR~~h tR f~~pond, and then render a decision about August 1993.
I for one, am going to write to them, and I may even submit a
copy of my article. If, you aren't willing to pay up for someone
els~'s blatant disregard for the Rules and Regulations, that were
made for "all" of us to abide by, then I suggest that you
consider writing also, especially if you are a Sysop, or a
Contra lOp.
My own opinion is as follows:
When I first got into Amateur Radio, the idea of selling or
advertising over the airwaves, was taboo.
Then I find that this is being permitted to some extent. I did
not, nor would not believe that this was the case until I seen it
with my own eyes in the newest Part 97.
I didn't like that at all, because I could sense what it would,
and has I ead to. But, I'm just one.
I disliked the idea so much so, that the couple of times that I
ventured to do anything along those lines, within the Rules and
RegUlations, I might add, I still felt guilty. Anytime you ease
up the impact of any laws, you make way for a flood of problems,
which will never be cured overnight. The flood is coming.
Lets get out the proverbial sand bags and whatever else, and
block this off.
A lot of good Amateurs are fighting sometimes tooth and nail, the
bureaucracy, to get us more spectrum and rights to operate.
Let's not blow it for ourselves, by al lowing this to continue.
We can all get our satisfaction out of the hobby, without the
need to have disrespect for the Law, or each other.
It would be ashamed to have an otherwise fine "Sysop" or "Control
Op", be fined for trying to do a service, because of someone who
didn't care to worry about the impact of their own disrespect for
the law.
It would be ashamed, if someday, the BBS or Repeater system that
we all have grown to use, and enjoy, were to be shut down, due to
someone's lack of respect for the law and their fel low ham.
I often times hear a lot of Hams putting down CB, because of all
the trash and so on, wake up folks, we're not far behind.

Until next time,
73, from
Lou, KA3FLU (Official Observer)


